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This report describes modifications in the 
definition of poverty which were adopted in 1969. 
As a result of the deliberations of a Federal Inter
agency Committee two changes were incorporated 
into the definition of poverty previously employed. 
These two modifications change the method of 
adjusting the poverty thresholds for annual cost of 
living fluctuations and alter the poverty income 
differential between farm and nonfarm families. 
This report shows the effect of the revised defini
tion on estimates of the number of families and 
persons below the poverty levels for the years 1959 
to 1967. Data for the year 1968 based on the 
revised poverty definition are also presented in 
this report. A report showing more detailed data 
on poverty for the years 1959 to 1968 based on the 
revised poverty definition will be published later 
this year. 

The SSA Poverty Definition. -- Poverty statistics 
published in previous Census Bureau reports were 
based on the poverty index developed by the Social 
Security Administration (SSA) in 1964. 1 This index 
provided a range of poverty income cutoffs adjusted 
by such factors as family size, the sex of the family 
head, the age of family members, and place of 
residence. At the core of this definition of poverty 
was a nutritionally adequate food plan ("economy" 
plan) designed by the Department of Agriculture for 
"emergency or temporary use when funds are low." 
Annual revisions of the poverty income cutoffs were 
based on price changes of the items in the economy 
food budget. 

In determining the proportion of total family 
income that should be consumed by food require
ments, the SSA observed that the percentage of 
income expended for necessities, in particular food, 
reflects the relative well being of both individuals 
rnd the society in which they live. In general, 
:amilies that need to use about the same proportion 

of their income for a given level of food expenditure 
are considered to share the same level of living. 
For families of three or more persons the poverty 
level was set at three times the cost of the economy 
food plan. This was the average food cost-to-family 
income relationship reported by the Department of 
Agriculture on the basis of a 1955 survey of food 
consumption.2 For smaller families and persons 
residing alone, the cost of the economy food plan 
was multiplied by factors that were slightly larger 
to compensate for the relatively higher fixed ex
penses of these smaller households. The SSA 
poverty cutoffs also took account of differences in 
the cost of living between farm and nonfarm 
families. 

As a result of its deliberations the committee 
accepted the following two recommendations: (1) 
that the SSA poverty thresholds for nonfarm 
families be retained for the base year 1963, but 
that the annual adjustments in the levels be based 
on the changes in the Consumer Price Index (CPI) 
rather than on changes in the cost of food included 
in the economy food plan; and (2) that the farm 
poverty thresholds be raised from 70 to 85 percent 
of the corresponding nonfarm levels. The combined 
impact of these two modifications resulted in a net 
increase of 360,000 poor families and of 1.6 
million poor persons in 1967, The reasons for 
making these changes and the effect of each 
revision on the poverty data are outlined below. 

1For a detailed discussion of the SSA poverty 
standards, see Mollie Orshansky, "Counting the 
Poor: Another Look at the Poverty Profile," Social 
Security Bulletin, January 1965; and "Who's Who 
.Among the Poor: A Demographic View of Poverty," 
Social Security Bulletin, July 1965, 

2See U,S, Department of Agriculture, Food Con
sumption and Dietary Levels of Households in the 
United States, (ARB 626), August 1957, 
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Change in the cost oflivingadjustment.--Annual 
revisions of the SSA poverty thresholds were based 
only on changes in the average per capita cost of 
the foods in the economy food budget. This method 
of updating the poverty cutoffs did not fully reflect 
increases in the overall cost of living during the 
1960's (see table A). Thepaceatwhich the general 
cost of living advanced in recent years was not 
uniformly matched by increases in the price of 
goods in the economy food plan. Thus, general 
price changes since 1959 were not paralleled by 
comparable changes in the poverty thresholds. 
For example, the CPI went up by 13. 7 percent 
between 1959 and 1966, while poverty thresholds 
increased by 7. 9 percent for an average family 
during the same period. 

Table A,-·COMPARISON OF CHANGES/ IN THE CONSUMER 
PRICE INDEX AND IN THE COST OF ECONOMY FOOD 
PLAN: 1959-1968 

(1963 = 100) 

Consumer price index Economy 
Year food 

All items Food plan1 

1968 ............... 113.6 113.5 108.7 
1967 •• ,,., .•.•. , ••• 109.0 109,6 106.5 
1966, •• , •••. , •••••• 106.0 108.7 106.5 
1965., ••••••.•••••• 103,0 103.5 102,2 
1964 •.• , •••••••••• , 101.3 101.2 100,0 
1963 ••••••••••••••• 100.0 100,0 100.0 
1962 ............... 98.8 98.6 97.8 
1961 .•.•••••••••••• 97.7 97.6 97.8 
1960 ••.•••••.•.•••• 96.6 96.5 100.0 
1959 •••.•••.•••.••• 95.1 95,4 97.8 

1For a description of the items included in the 
economy food plan see U.S. Department of Agricul
ture, "Family Food Plans and Food Costs," Home Eco
nomics Research Report No. 20, November 1962 and 
"Family Food Plans Revised 1964," Family Economics 
Review, October 1964. The 1964 revision resulted 
irlaslightly less costly diet, offset by price 
increases. 

The differences between changes in the cost of 
the economy food budget and the overall cost of 
living led to the adontion of the CPI as the basis 
for annual revisions in the poverty cutoffs. Although
the CPI is not designed to measure the changing 
market conditions faced solely by poor families, 
it does reflect the:fact that prices of food and non
food commodities do not always advance at the 
same rate. Employing the CPI to adjust the poverty 
thresholds annually has another advantage over the 
earlier adjustment technique. Although the economy 
food plan is repriced annually, the data are not pub
lished regularly but are available only on request. 
The CPI, on the other hand, is regularly published 
and is a generally accepted measure of changes in 
the "cost of living." 

Poverty data are shown for the years 1959-1967 
in table D using both the CPI and the original 
method of updating the poverty thresholds and also 
incorporating the changes in the farm cutoffs. 3 The 
impact of using the CPI rather than changes in the 
cost of the economy food plan to adjust the poverty 
cutoffs for annual changes in the cost of living can 
be seen most clearly by comparing the nonfarm 
poverty data based on each of the two price ad
justment techniques (table B). Since the difference 
in the CPI between 1959 and 1963 was greater than 
the change in the original poverty index during the 
same period, the number of nonfarm families below 
the poverty level in 1959 based on the CPI adjust
ment is 260,000 less than the number originally 
published. For 1967 the introduction of the CPI 
cost of living adjustment increased the number of 
poor nonfarm families by 210,000 and the number 
of poor nonfarm persons by 880,000 over the 
numbers originally published. The differences 
in the poverty thresholds for 1967, 1963, and 
1959 are shown in table C. For a nonfarm family 
of four persons, the revised thresholds in 1967 
averaged $3,410 as compared with $3,335 based 
on the original definitions. 

Change . in the farm-nonfarm relationship.-
Under the old definitions, the poverty thresholds 
for farm families were adjusted for the average 
value of food consumed by these families which 
they had grown themselves. The poverty cutoffs 
for farm families were established at 70 percent 
of the nonfarm levels based on a 1961 study of 
household consumption which indicated that the 
value of food produced by farm families for home 
use amounted to about 30 percent of their total 
:food budget. 

Determining the appropriate measure of income 
needed by farm and nonfarm families at an 
equivalent level of living is difficult. Surveys 
conducted by the Department of Agriculture indicate 
that farm families raise a significant proportion of 
their own food, permitting them to maintain the 
same diet while requiring less money income than 
nonfarm families. In making their home on the 
farm they operate, .farm families are relieved of 
some direct outlays for items other than food- - they 
rent or buy the farm dwelling along with the farm 
land. Similarly, costs for electricity and other 

3Note also that a revised method of processing 
the income data was introduced in 1966, Data for 
that year are shown in table D based on both the 
earlier and revised editing and allocation pro
cedures, permitting one to observe the impact of 
these methodological innovations on the poverty 
data. For years subsequent to 1966, data have been 
processed in accordance with the new procedures 
only. 



utilities used in the home will be difficult to 
separate from those incurred in running the farm. 
The income reported to the Census Bureau for farm 
families may thus be understated to a greater 
degree than for nonfarm families. 

On the other hand, community services and 
facilities readily available in most large cities may 
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be less accessible in rural areas or lacking 
altogether, so that expenses for some items maybe 
higher for farm and other rural families than for 
urban households. It is also true that more and 
~refarmfa~~sm~oo~~~~fu~M 
off-farm jobs so that a growing proportion of their 
income should not be considered in arriving at the 
farm discount. In 1967, for example, earnings from 

Table B.--COMPARISON OF POVERTY DATA IN 1959, 1963, AND 1967 FOR PERSONS BY FAMILY STATUS AND 
FARM·NONFARM RESIDENCE, BASED ON REVISED AND ORIGINAL POVERTY DEFINITIONS 

(Numbers in thousands. Family status refers to March of the following year) 

In 

Family status and farm-nonfarm 
residence 

NONFARM 

All persons ........ , ................ 
families, ............................ 

Head ..................•......•.......• 
Family members under 18 years .....•.•. 
Other family members ..............•... 

Unrelated individuals 14 years and over. 

FARM 

All persons ........ ,, .... ,,,,,, .... , 
In families. , . , , , , , , , , , . , ............... 

Head, ..... , .. , ..... ,., ..... ,, ........ , 
Family members under 18 years ......... 
Other family members, ...•. , , .• , •.••.•. 

Unrelated individuals 14 years and over, 

NONFARM 

All persons,,, ....• ,,, .. ,.,, ... ,,,,. 
In families. , , •.... , .... , ....•.•....... , 

Head ......... , .. ,.· ... ,, ..•.... , .. , .... 
Family members under 18 years., ....... 
Other family members ............. , .... 

Unrelated individuals 14 years and over. 

FARM 

All persons •........... , .. , .. , , . , , .. 
In families ..... , ... ,., .........•..... ,. 

Head ... ,,, ...•.• ,.,,., ...•............ 
Family members under 18 years ••...•.. , 
Other family members .••.. , , .•••.. , ..•. 

Unrelated individuals 14 years and over. 

1963 1959 

Revised Original Revised Original Revised Original 

Number below poverty level 

25,060 24,183 31,255 31,255 31,475 32,148 
20,214 19,440 26,485 26,485 26,983 27,430 

5,093 4,886 6,465 6,465 6,625 6,886 
10,231 9,856 13,397 13,397 13,534 13,413 
4,890 4,698 6,623 6,623 6,824 7,131 
4,846 4,743 4,770 4,770 4,492 4,718 

2,709 1,963 5,181 4,035 8,015 6,792 
2,557 1,831 5,013 3,896 7,579 6,434 

574 423 1,089 878 1,696 1,395 
1,196 873 2,294 1,847 3,675 3,224 

787 535 1,630 1,171 2,208 1,815 
152 132 168 139 436 358 

Percent below poverty level 

13.5 13.0 17.9 17.9 19.6 20.0 
11.7 11.3 16.2 16.2 17.9 18.2 
10.8 10.4 14.6 14.6 16.1 16.7 
15,4 14,8 20.9 20.9 23,5 23,3 
8.3 8.0 12,0 12,0 13.2 13,9 

37,9 37.1 44.1 44.1 44.0 46.2 

25.9 19.0 41.4 32,1 50,5 42.6 
25. 3 18,3 41.3 31,9 49.3 41.6 
21,4 15.8 35,2 28.4 44.6 36,7 
32,3 23.8 48,4 38,6 57.8 53.1 
21.1 14,6 37.9 27.0 42,3 32,4 
45.5 39.5 46.0 38,0 90,3 74.1 

r Based on revised methodology for processing income data; see Series P-60, No. 59, pages 17 to 19 for 
explanation, 

NOTE,--Farm poverty thresholds in the revised definition are 85 percent of the noni'arm thresholds, 
whereas a 70 percent farm-nonfarm differential was employed in the original definition. The revised defi
nition uses the Consumer Price Index to adjust the poverty thresholds annually to account for changes in 
the cost of living. Annual adjustments in the poverty thresholds under the original definition were based 
on changes in the per capita cost of the economy food plan. See text for an explanation of these differ
ences between revised and original poverty definitions. 



4 

nonfarm work averaged 56 percent of net realized 
money income of families operating farms as 
contrasted with 50 percent in 1960. 4 

Up to the present time, no entirely satisfactory 
means of determining the income required for 
equivalent levels of living for farm and non
farm families has been provided by studies on 
this subject, Further research is needed to 
analyze differences in living costs between farm 
and nonfarm families. Although it is not yet 
possible to quantify exactly all the factors con
tributing to cost of living differences between 
farm and nonfarm families, research already 
completed suggests that these differences are 

4Derived from data presented in Farm Income 
Situation, July 1968, pp, 53, 68, and 72. 

not as great as provided for by the 70 percent 
differential. After weighing the available evidence, 
the Review Committee agreed that narrowing 
the farm-nonfarm poverty threshold differential 
to 85 percent more nearly reflects the overall 
cost of living differences between farm and non
farm families than the previously used 
differential. 

The impact of the change in the farm-nonfarm 
relationship can be seen in table C which shows 
the farm poverty income cutoffs, in 1967, 1963, and 
1959 under the revised and original definitions. The 
change in the number of farm poor can best be 
analyzed by the use of data for 1963 which serves as 
the base year for the cost of living adjustment. For 
that year, as table B indicates, the number of farm 
poor under the revised definition was about 1.1 
million higher than originally published. 



Table C,-·COMPARISON OF WEIGHTED AVERAGE THRESHOLDS AT THE POVERTY LEVEL IN 1967, 1963, AND 1959, BY SIZE OF FAMILY AND SEX OF HEAD, FOR THE UNITED STATES 
eY FARM-NONFARM RESIDENCE BASED ON REVISED AND ORIGINAL POVERTY DEFINITIONS 

Weighted ave.rage thresholds at tlle poverty level 

Revised definition Original def'ini t ion 
Number of family 

members Nonfarm Farm Nonf'arm Farm 

Total 
Male Fem.f1.le Male Female 

Total 
Male Female Male Total 

head head Total 
head head Total 

head head 
Total head 

1967 

1 member ••••••••••••••••••••• $1,669 $1,675 $1,750 $1,632 $1,440 $1,476 $1,382 $1,625 $1,635 $1,710 ~1,595 $1,145 $1,180 
2 members ••• " ......... ., ••••••• 2,149 2,168 2,178 2,110 1,835 1,841 1,754 2,083 2,115 2,128 2,062 1,475 1,482 
3 members •••••••••••••••••••• 2,640 2,661 2,674 2,573 2,256 2,264 2,168 2,559 2,600 2,613 2,514 l_,815 1,822 
4 members •••••••••••••••••••• 3,388 3,410 3,412 3,393 2,906 2,907 2,882 3,290 3,335 3,334 3,315 2,345 2,347 
5 members •••••••••••••••••••• 3,992 4,019 4,022 3,984 3,431 3,431 3,438 3,873 3,930 3,930 3,893 2,755 2,772 
6 members •••••••••••••••••••• 4,476 4,516 4,517 4,497 3,851 3,852 3,808 4,334 4,410 4,414 4,394 3,090 3,085 
7 or more members •••••••••••• 5,4B6 5,550 5,562 5,433 4,719 4,720 4,667 5,298 5,43D 5,435 5,309 3,790 3,799 

1963 

1 meniber ••••••••••••••••••••• $1,531 $1,539 $1,605 $1,498 $1,314 $1,349 $1,270 $1,524 $1,539 $1,605 $1,498 $1,088 $1,116 
2 members •••••••••••••••••••• 1,967 1,988 1,997 1,933 1,684- 1,688 1,608 1,946 1,988 1,997 1,933 1,386 1,390 
3 men1bers •••••••••••••••••••• 2,421 2,442 2,454 2,352 2,067 2,075 1,981 2,401 2,442 2,454 2,352 1,698 1,708 
4 members ...................... 3,104 3,128 3,129 3,113 2,664 2,665 2,641 3,080 3,128 3,129 3,113 2,195 2,195 
5 members •••••••••••••••••••• 3,652 3,685 3,687 3,661 3,139 3,138 3,145 3,620 3,685 3,687 3,661 2,585 2,585 
6 mem"bers •••••••••••••••••••• 4-,089 4,135 4,136 4,112 3,538 3,536 3,581 4,042 4,135 4,136 4,112 2,936 2,923 
7 or more members ••.•..•.••.• 5,008 5,092 5,100 5,000 4,331 1,,339 4,226 4,923 5,092 5,100 ,,ooo 3,567 3,574 

1959 

1 meniber ........................ $1,458 $1,467 $1,529 ,$1,428 $1,256 $1,297 $1,205 $1,489 $1,509 $1,573 ~l,469 $1,063 $1,099 
2 members •••••••••••••••••••• 1,872 1,894 1,904 1,843 1,609 1,613 1,552 1,902 1,948 1,958 1,896 1,361 1,365 
3 members •••••••••••••••••••• 2,296 2,324 2,335 2,235 1,972 1,977 1,880 2,333 2,390 2,402 2,299 1,670 1,676 
4 members •••••••••••••••••••• 2,943 2,973 2,974 2,957 2,539 2,,39 2,524 2,996 3,059 3,060 3,042 2,155 2,155 
5 members •••••••••••••••••••• 3,460 3,506 3,507 3,483 2,988 2,987 3_,006 3,511 3,605 3,606 3,~82 2,536 2,530 
6 members •••••••••••••••••••• 3,888 3,944 3,944 3,941 3,355 3,354 3,363 3,943 4,058 4,056 4,075 2,841 2,841 
7 or more members •••••••••••• 4,725 4,849 4,856 4,763 4,117 4,120 4,040 4,733 4,987 4,994 4,900 3,495 3,489 

Female 
head 

$1,110 
1,412 
1,744 
2,320 
2,768 
2,553 
3,742 

$1,053 
1,324 
1,597 
2,321 
2,592 
3,196 
3,478 

$1,022 
1,314 
1,593 
2,139 
2,545 
2,849 
3,633 

NOTE.--Farm poverty thresholds in the revised definition are 85 peroent of the nonfarrn 'thresholds, whereas a 70- percent farm-nonfarm differential was ~mployed in the ori.~ins.l defi
nition. The :revised definition uses the Consumer Price Index to adjust the poverty thresholds annually to account f'or changes in the cost of livini. Annual adjustments ln the :poverty 
thTesholds under the original definition were based on changes in the per capita cost of the economy food plan. See text for an explanation of these differences between revised and 
original poverty definitions. 
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1968r 

Selected characteristics Revised 
def'i-
nit:ton 

TOTAL 

All persons ••.•••••..••••••••• 2,,369 
In families ••••••••.••••..••••.••• 20,695 

Hs::ad •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 5,047 
Nonfarrn ••••••••••••••••••••••• 4,553 
Farm •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 494 

f"e.rRily mernbet·s under 18 years ••• 10,739 
Other family members ••.••.•••.•• 4,909 

Unrelated indi viffile.la 14 years and 
over .••.••...•..•• , .•.•••..•..••• 4:,694 

WHITE 

All persons •••...•••••..•••••• 17,395 
In families •..•.•...•..•••....•••• 13,546 

Head •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3,616 
Nonfarm ••••••••••.•••••••••••• 3,225 
Farm •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 390 

Fui1-y meinbeTs under 18 years ••• 6,373 
Other family members •.••...••••• 3,:557 

Unrelated in<li vidualB 14 y~ars and 
over ...•...••.••••••••••••••••••• J,849 

NEGRO AND OTHER RAGES 

All persons •...•..•••.•.•..••• 7,994 
In families,. ••••.•..••••...•.•••.• 7,149 

Head ••••••••••••.•••••.••••••••• 1,431 
Nonfarm ••••••••••••••••••••••• 1,328 
Farm •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 103 

:P-amily members under 18 yP.ars ••• 4,366 
Other tamJly members •.•.•••••.•• 1,352 

Unrelated indivi6ual,ei 14 years and 
over ••••••••••...••.••••••••••••• 845 

TOTAL 

All pet>sons ••••••••••••••••••• 12.8 
In families ••.•...•.•••..•.••.•••• 11.3 

Head •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 10.0 
Non.farm ••••••••••••••••••••••• 9.5 
Farm •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 18.8 

Family members under 18 years •.. 15.3 
Other family membe:rs ............ 7.8 

Unrelated individuals 14 years and 
over ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 34.0 

See footnotes at end of table. 

Tobie 0.-COMPARISOH OF POVERTY DATA IH 1959 THROUGH 1968 BASED OH REVISED ANO ORIGINAL POVERTY DEFINITION 

(Numbers in thousands. Family status as of March of the follo:.ring year) 

1967r i 1966r 2 1966 1965 1964 1963 1962 1961 

Revised 
Orig-

Revised 
Orig- Revised 

Orig-
Revised 

Orig-
Revised 

Orig-
Revised 

Orig-
Revised 

Orig-
Revised 

Orig-
inal inal inal inal inal inal inal inal 

defi- defi- defi- defi- defi- defi- defi- defi ... 
nition de:f:i- nit ion defi- nition 

defi- nition 
def.i.- nition defi- nition de:fi-

nitian 
defi- nition defi-

nition nition nition nition nition nition nition nit ion 

Number belo.J poverty level 

27,769 26,146 28,510 28,057 30,424 29,657 33,185 31,908 36,055 34,290 36,436 35,290 38,625 37,036 39,628 38,095 
22,'7'71 21,270 23,809 23,354 25,614 24,837 28,358 27,142 30,9l2 29,229 31,498 30,381 33,623 32,169 34,509 33,109 

5,667 5,309 5,784 5,683 6,200 6,086 6,721 6,451 7,160 6,832 7,554 7,343 8,077 7,7,:6 8,391 8,032 
5,093 4,886 5,211 5,248 5,566 5,598 5,841 5,785 6,058 5,948 6,467 6,467 7,004 6,890 7,044 6,975 

574 423 573 436 634 488 880 666 1,102 884 1,087 878 l,073 866 1,347 1,0.57 
11,427 10,729 12,146 11,934 12,876 12,503 14,388 13,990 15,736 14,894 15,691 15,244 16,630 15,882 16,577 15,999 

5,677 5,232 5,879 5,?37 6,538 6,248 7,249 6,701 8,016 7,503 8,253 7,794 8,916 8,531 9,541 9,078 

4,993 4,876 4,701 4,703 4,810 4,820 4,827 4,766 5,14.3 5,061 4,938 4,909 5,002 4,867 5,119 4,986 

18,982 17,764 19,290 18,911 20, 7,o 20,313 22,496 21,375 24,9.58 23,411 25,238 24,121 26,671 25,~6 27,889 26,,0l 
14,851 13,736 15,430 15,050 16,731 16,287 lS,508 17,440 20,716 19,228 21,149 20,0~4 22,613 21,463 23,746 22,473 

4,055 3,766 4,106 4,014 4,481 4,375 4,824 4,590 5,258 4,956 5,466 ,,2~8 5,887 5,622 6,205 5,885 
3,610 3,1,54 3,685 3,711 4,002 4,02.5 4,163 4,119 4,380 1,280 4,610 (NA) 5,090 5,008 5,161 5,102 

446 312 421 304 •79 350 661 471 8'78 676 856 (Ni.) 79'1 614 1,044 '783 
6,729 6,24~ 7,203 7,039 7,649 7,305 8,596 8,261 9,573 8,856 9,749 9,288 10,382 9,808 10,61.5 10,061 
4,067 3_.'725 4,121 3,997 4,601 4,607 5,088 4,589 5,885 5,416 5,934 5,~08 6,344 6,033 6,926 6,527 

4,131 4,028 3,$60 3,861 4,019 4,026 3,988 3,935 4,242 4,183 4,089 4,067 4,058 3,943 4,143 4,028 

8,786 8,382 9,220 9,147 9,673 9,345 10,689 10,533 11,098 10,879 ll1l98 11,169 1119!53 111630 11,738 ll1!i94 
7,920 7,~34 8,379 8,305 8,$82 8,551 9,850 9,702 10,196 10,001 10,349 10,327 11,010 10,706 10,762 10,636 
l,6ll 1,543 1,678 1,669 l,7l9 1,711 1,8:97 1,861 1,902 1,876 2,088 2,085 2,190 2,134 2,156 2,147 
1,483 1,432 1,526 1,537 l,565 1,573 1,679 1,666 1,678 1,668 1,857 (NA) 1,914 1,882 1,882 1,873 

128 111 152 132 154 138 219 195 224 208 231 (NA) 276 252 304 274 
4,698 4,MJ4 4,942 4,895 5,227 5,198 5,793 .5,729 6,163 6,038 5,942 5,956 6.,.248 6,074, 5,963 5,938 

1,611 1,507 1,759 1,741 1,936 1,642 2,160 2,112 2,131 2,087 2,319 2,286 2,572 2,498 2,613 2,551 

866 848 841 842 791 794 839 831 902 878 849 842 943 924 976 958 

Percent below poverty level 

14.2 13.4 14.7 14.5 15.7 15.3 17.3 16.7 19.0 18.1 19.5 18.9 21.0 20.l 21.9 21.0 
12.5 11.7 13.1 12.9 14.2 13.7 1.5.8 15.1 17.4 16.5 17.9 17.3 19.4 18.6 20.3 19.5 
11.4 10.7 11.8 11.6 12.7 12.4 13.9 13.4 15.0 14.3 15.9 15.5 17.2 16.5 18.1 17.3 
10.8 10.4 11.3 11.3 12.0 12.1 12.9 12.S 13.5 13.3 14.6 14.6 16.0 15.7 16.4 16.3 
21.4 15.8 20.6 15.7 23.5 18.1 29.8 22.6 35.6 28.5 35.1 28.4 33.5 27.0 38.6 30.3 
16.3 15.3 17.4 17.1 18.4 17.9 20.7 20.l 22.7 21.5 22.8 22.1 24.7 23.6 25.2 24.3 
9,1 8.3 9.5 9.2 10.5 10.0 ll.8 10,9 13,3 12.4 13.8 13.l 15.l 14.5 16.5 15,6 

38.1 37.2 38.3 38,3 38.9 39.0 39.8 39.3 42.7 42.0 44.2 43.9 45.4 44.2 45.9 44.7 

·------············-·-·······-······-·····-

1960 1959 

Revised Orii- Revised 
Orig-

defi-
iua.l 

defi-
inal 

nition defi- nition defi-
nition nition 

39,851 40,090 39,490 38,940 
34,925 35,032 34,562 33,864 
8,243 8,295 8,320 8,281 
6,649 7,0.30 6,625 6,886 
1,594 1,265 1,696 1,395 

17,288 17,217 17,208 16,637 
9,394 9,520 9,034 3,946 

4,926 5,058 4,928 5,076 

28,310 28,706 28,,S4 28,231 
24,263 24,535 24,443 24,072 

6,115 6,177 6,185 6,183 
4,919 5,258 4,916 5,170 
1,197 919 1,269 1,013 

11,229 11,307 11,386 11,067 
6,919 7,051 6,872 6,822 

4,047 4,171 4~041 4,1.59 

ll,542 11,384 11,006 10,709 
10,663 10,497 10,119 9,792 

2,128 2,118 2.,13~ 2,098 
1,731 1,772 1,709 1,n6 

398 346 426 382 
6.,.0~9 5.,9l0 5,822 5,~70 
2,476 2,4-69 2,162 2,124 

879 887 887 917 

22.2 22.3 22.4 22.1 
20.7 20.8 20.8 20.4 
lS.l 18.3 18.5 18.4 
1~.s 16.8 16.1 16.7· 
4~.7 36.2 44.6 36.7 
26.5 26.4 26~9 26.l 
16.2 16.4 15,9 15.7 

45.2 46.4 46.1 47.4 



Selected characteristics 

WHITE 

All persons ......••............ 
In faJnilies .•...........•.......••. 

Read ••..••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Nonfarm •..•••...••.••.••••...•• 
Farm •.•••••.•...••.•.•••••.•••. 

Family members under 18 years •... 
Other :family members ......•..•... 

Un:r-elated individuals 14 yeru:-s and 
over •.•...••....•..•.••........... 

NEGRO AND OTHEll RACES 

.All persons ...•.•....••......•. 
In families •.•......•.......•....•• 

Head ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Nnnfa:rm •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Farm, •••.•.•••••••••••••••••••• 

Family members under 18 yeat'.S ...• 
Other family members .......• , .... 

Unrelated individuals 14 years and 
over ..............••....•....•.... 

Table D.-COMPARISON OF POVERTY DATA IN 1959 THROUGH 1968 BASED ON REVISED AND ORIGINAL POVERTY DEFINITI-ON-Continued 

(Numbers in thou.sands. Family status as of March of the following year) 

1968"" 1967r 1 1966r 2 1966 1965 1964 1963 1962 1961 

Revised Revised Orig- Revised 
Orig- Revised Orig- Revised Orig- Revised Orig-

Revised Orig- Revised Orig-
Revised 

Orig-

defi- defi- inal defi- inal defi- inal defi-
inal defi- inal 

defi- inal defi- inal defi- inal 

nition nition defi- nition defi- nition 
deii- nition defi- nition de-fi- nition defi-

n.ition 
defi- nition 

defi-
nition ni·tion nition nition nition nition nition nition 

Percent below poverty level--Continued 

10.0 ll.O 10.3 11.3 11.l 12.2 11.9 13.3 12. 7 14.9 14.0 15.3 14.6 16,4 15.6 17.4 16.5 
8.4 9.2 8,5 9.7 9.4 10.5 10.2 ll.7 ll.0 13.2 12.3 13.6 12.9 14.7 14.0 15.8 14. 9 
8.0 9.0 e.4 9.3 9.1 10.2 9.9 11.1 10.6 12.2 11.5 12.8 12.3 l3.9 l3.2 14.8 lt',.0 
?.5 8.5 8.2 8. 9 8.9 9.6 9.7 10.2 10.1 10.9 10.6 11.6 (NA) 12.9 12.7 13.3 13.2 

15. 9 18.1 12. 7 16.5 11.9 19.2 14.0 24.6 17.5 Jl.2 24.0 30.5 (NA) 27.5 21.2 33.3 2.5.0 
10.7 11.3 10.5 12.1 11.8 12.8 12.3 14.4 13.9 16.l 14.9 16.5 15.7 17.9 16.9 18.7 17.7 

6.3 7.2 6.6 7.4 7.2 8.2 8.2 9.2 8.3 10.8 10.0 11.0 10.3 12.0 11.4 13.3 12. 5 

32,2 36.5 35.6 36.1 36.1 37.3 37.3 38.l 37.6 40.7 40.2 42.0 42.1 42.7 41.5 lt3,2 42.0 

33.5 37.2 35.4 39,8 39.5 41.7 40.6 47.1 46.4 49.6 48.6 '.il.O 50.9 55.8 54.2 56,l 55.4 
32,4 36.3 34.5 38.9 38.5 41.1 39.9 46.8 46.1 49.l J,8.2 50.5 50.4 55.3 53. 7 55.6 54.9 
28.2 32.1 30.7 33. 9 33.7 35.0 34. 9 39,7 38.9 40.0 39.5 43.7 43.7 48.0 46.8 49.0 48.2 
27.1 30.9 29.8 32.2 32.5 33.3 33.5 37 .2 36.9 37.5 37.3 41.4 (NA) 45.0 44.2 45.9 45.7 
58.9 58.4 50.7 49.8 59,2 75,1 67.3 82.0 73.3 79.2 73.5 81.3 (NA) 90.2 82.1 85,4 77.0 
41.6 44.9 42.7 48.2 47.7 50. 7 50.4 57.3 56.6 61.5 60.2 60.9 61.0 66.4 64.6 65. 7 65.5 
20.9 25.3 23,7 27.7 27.5 30.2 26.3 35.3 34.5 35.7 34.9 38.9 38.3 43.2 41.9 44.8 43.7 

45.7 48.2 47.2 53.1 53.1 50.0 50.2 50.7 50.2 55.0 53.5 58.3 57.8 62.1 60.8 62. 7 61.2 

1960 1959 

Revised Orig-
Revised 

Orig-

defi-
i:oal 

defi-
inal 

nition defi- nition 
defi,.. 

nition nition 

17.8 18.l Gu ~ 18.0 
16.2 16.4 16.5 16.3 
14.9 15.0 15.2 15.1 
12. 9 13.8 13.1 13.8 
39.0 30.0 38.0 30.4 
20.0 20.1 20.6 20.l 
l3.3 13.5 13.3 13.1 

43.0 44.4 44.1 45.4 

/ 
) 54.6 55, 9 55.1 I 56.2 

55.? 54.8 ~ 54.2 
49.0 48,8 50.4 49.5 
41,.2 45.3 45.3 45.5 
93.4 81.4 91.S 82,3 
66.6 65.l 66. 7 63.8 
43.3 43.1 42.5 41.7 

59.3 59.3 57.4 59.3 

~:B:~:d a:i;:~t=~d methodology for processing income data; see s~·!'ies P-60, No. 59, pages 17 to 19 for explanation. 
1Due to a ooding error, data for 1967 are not strictly comparable with those sbO'Wn for 1966 and 1968. It is estimated that this error may have overstated the number of poor families in 1967 by about 

175%~b:~~ :~l.i:;;: ~~8 ~~
0~npe~=o~;i:k:ip~~~~:!~~ ~f~f~0;lightly from those publfahed in Series P-60, Nos. 55 and 59 due to the use of an improved method for imputing miss~ income data. 

NO'IE.--Farm poverty thresholds in the revised definition are 85 percent of the nonfarm thresholds, whereas a 70 percent f'arm-nonfarm diff"erential was e!lp1oyed in the origina.l definition. The revised 
definition uses the Consumer Price Index to adjust the poverty thresholds annually to account for changes in the cost of living. Annual adjustments in the poverty thresholds under the original def'ini
tion were based o:n changes in the per capita cost 0£ the economy food plan. See text for an explanation of these differences between revised and original poverty definitions. 
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